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motivationally based language system as the agency of 
and self-direction* (Author/KS) 
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The question of whether readers make m^ing is a specific form of the 
general issle of whether we human, beings make or find our own knowledge. as i 
have discussed in several contexts in the recent pasl my view is that it is 
mpre productive to understand knowledge as having been made, by people^ in our 
own behalf. i formulated this proposition as the subjective paradigm^ which 

ASSUMES'-THAT THE FIRST PRIORITY IN THE EST^fSHMENT OF KNOWLEDGE IS THE KNOWER's 
AWARENESS OF HIS MOTIVES FOR SEEKING THE KhDWLEDGE^ AND THAT THE FINAL AUTHORITY 
FOR KNOWLEDGE IS ITS CAPABILITY. OF SERVING COLLECTIVE OR INTERSUBJECTIVE jft^ERESTS. 

Every point in ^he knowledge-making process is regulated by a subject— th^t is^ a 
PERSON, The regulation of knowledge by obj^ts (such as literary textsJ is illus- 

^ ORY when THESE objects /RECONSIDERED THE ORIGIN OF EXPERIENCE.' WhEN AN OBJECT IS 
CONCEIVED OF^ INDEPENDENT OF PERCEPTUAL EXPERIENCE^ ITS OBJECTIVE ASPECT VARI^ 
WITH T^fAoTIVES OF THE PERCEIVERj ITS INDEPENDENCE—OR OBJECTIVITY— IS A MENTr" 
CONSTRUCTION AND IT CANNGT BE ASSUMED TO APPLY IN ALL CASES IN WHICH THE OBJECT ) 
IS PERCEIVEJ).. From the JNFATfriLE onset OF LANGUAGE AND INTELLIGENCE^ AS PlAGET 

and others have shown^ objectivity is conferred on experience because^ for all 
people^ it is psychologically adaptive to construe certain perceptions as objectstx 
At this time in the history of civilization^ as FreuDv Hu6serLv BridgmaNv and • 
Poole have argued^ acts of objectification no longer directly pass for absolutely 

author ITAT I \^h|nOWLEDGEv AND THEY ARE OF DIMINISHED COGNITIVE UTILITY WHEN VIEWED 
AS PART OF AN. OBJECTIVE 'universe., RaTHER^ l^kx^V OBJECTIFICATION IS A SUBORD- 
INATE FUNCTION OFv AND A MOTIVATED RESULT OF^ SUi|jECTiyE INITIATIVE. 

■LOuR PROFESSION^ THE ORGANIZED STllDY OF LANGU/^E AND'lITERATURE^ HAS NO -EN 
SYMPATHETIC TO SUBJECTIVITY/ EVEN ^ubWvIN PRIVATE^ONTEXT*^ MANY^ IF NOT MOST^ 



ALLOW THE SUBJECTIVITY OF INTERPRETH^E EFFORTS. In MAINTAINING THAT LITERARY AND 
LINGUISTIC MEANINGS ARE FOUND ^ND. NOT MADE^ THE PROFESSION TEACHES THAT OBJECTIVE 
KNOWLEDGE IS THE STANDARD^ AND THAT THE CLOSER THE RESEMBLANCE BETV/EEN OUR KNOW- 
LEDGE AND -THAT OF THE QUANTITATIVE SCiOJCESv THE MORE AUTHORITATIVE OUR KNOWLEDGE^' 
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WILL BE. Moreover^ those who do not consciously affirm the quantitative standards 

OF KNOWLEDGE^ SUCH AS THOSE TEACHERS WHO^ DAILY^ NEGOTIATE INTERPRETIVE' SUBJECT- 
IVITY AS A PRAGMATIC MATTER, HAVE NO CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVE TO OBJECTIVITY; OTHERS 
WHO CONSCIOUSLY DOUBT THE EFFICACY OF OBJECTIVE THINKING ARE TACITLY GOVERNED fiY 

WHAT Whitehead called the "struggle back" to an objective position. Such critics 

USUALLY CLAIM ^HAT THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN OBJECTIVITY AND SUBJECTIVITY IS U.SELE5S, 
outdated, AND NONEXISTENT ANYWAY. In MY JUDGMENT, ANYONE WHO CANNOT SEPARATE THE 

two perspectives must be a sol i ps i st. . ' . 

Subjective criticism is the disciplined study of language and literature 

UNDER THE ASSUMPTION OF THE SUBJECTIVE PARADIGM. It AIMS TO DEVELOP KNOWLEDGE, 
TO DETERMINE EACH PERSON'S RESPONSIBILITY FOR HIS KNOWLEDGE, AND TO ASSEMBLE COL- 
LECTIVE INTERESTS' THAT WILL ENLARGE THE ADAPTABILITY OF KNOWLEDGE. NONE OF THESE 
PURPOSES ^ ARE SEPARABLE FROM'ONE ANOTHER. OnCE YOU AND I ENTER EITHER A CONVERSATION 
OR A CLASSROOM, WE ARE PROPQ tnG KN0M_EDGE, BEARING RESPONSIBILITY, AND DEFINING 
A COMMUNITY OF INTEREST. ThL/^E IS NOTH I OUTSIDE OF THOUGHT A^p INTERPERSONAL 
NEGOTIATION THAT CAN AUTHORIZE WHAT PEOPLE BELIEVE THEY KNOW.' 

' . If A READER BEGINS THE STUDY OF LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE BY ADMITTING THAT HE 
IS AIMING TO MAKE KNOWLEDGE, HE HAS ESTABLISHHD A PRO\/lSIONAL AUTHORITY FOR WHATEVER 
HE PROPOSES; THE AUTHORITY IS SUBSEQUENTLY EITHER RATIFIED OR MODIFIED THROUGH NEGO- 
TIATION. Neither .THE assumption. nor the pretense of truth is necessary when the"^ 

.CONCERN IS ONLy FOR THE LOCAL AUTHORITY OF 1<N0WLEDGE PROPOSALS. ThE RESPONSIBILITY 

OF EACH (Deader for his meaning, ai^ to the other parties, is an item in the collective 

' ^ • ■ " V , • 

NEGO^ATION. TwO READERS IN AGREEMENT WITH EACH OTHER ON A COMMON . SEARCH FOR KNOW 

* ' ■ - , ' ■ ' 

LEDGE FORM A PEDAGOGICAL COMMUNITY WHICH WILL, ULTfMATELY, EITHER DISBAND, SYNTHESIZE 

\ . • ■ 

'THE NEW KNOWLEDGE, OR FORMA NEW COtoJlfY. It IS NOT POSSIBLE TO CLAIM AN INTER- 
PRETATION FOR A LITERiARY WORK-^IN ISOLATION FROM A COMMUNITY, EVEN THOUGH IT SEEMS 
•r>^AT ONE CAN READ A POEM, DECIDE WHAT IT MEANS, AND THEN KEEP IT A SECRET. ' SuCH AN 
INTERPRETATION HAS THE SAME^EPISTEMOLOGICAL STAtUS AS AN UNREMEMBERED DREAM. ItS 
LACK OF NEGOTIAtI^ PRESENCE RENDERS IT FUNCTIONALLY NONlE)$ISTENT. If IT IS FORGOTTEN, 
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it mighft as well not have taken placej if even it subsequently emerges in unexpected 

CONTEXTS^ THOSE CONTEXTS WILL DEMAND AND TEST ITS RESPONSIBILITY. ThE DEGREE TO 

which an interpretation is not a part of a community is the degree to which it is 
not knowledge at all. ' 

''The interconnection of' knowledge^ responsibility for it^ and its necessary 
action in human pluralities is founded on the conception of language as symbolization> 

AS DEFINED BY CaSSIRER AND LaNGER^ AND OF INTERPRETATION AS MOTIVATED RESYMBOLIZATION. 
As I DISCUSSED IN A RECENT ESSAY^ FOR EACH CHILD LANGUAGE ORIGINATES AND GROWS IN A 
COMMUNITY. OF TWO OR MORE PEOPLE WHERE THE IDENTIFICATION OF EXPERIENCE AND ITS EX- 
PLANATION ARE THE SAME SET OE BEHAVIORS. AfTER THE CHILD HAS ACQUIRED SYNTACTICAL 
LANGUAGE^ AN EXPLANATION USUALLY APPEARS DIFFEREr^" FROM A SIMPLE IDENTIFICATION^ 
BECAUSE THIS OLDER CHILD IS AWARE OF HAVING ASKE^ FOR, PARTICULARLY, AN EXPLANATION. 
He is AWARE, THAT IS, OF HIS MOTIVATED PARTICIPATION IN, THE SEARCH FOR KNOWLEDGE. 

This subjective awareness changes linguistic resymbolization into explanatory inter- 
pretation. The most general means of distinguishing linguistic acts from one another 

IS ON the BASi§ OF THE MOTIVES FOR THEIR HAVING BEEN ARTICULATED OR PERCEIVED. FORM- 
ULATING A MOTIVATIONAL EXPLANATION -FOR A LANGUAGE EXPERIENCE INVOLVES ASSIGNING A RE- 
SPONSIBILITY FOR IT (the experience) AND DEFINING ITS COMMUNITY OF ADDRESS. 

Except for speaking, reading is the most typi'cal language experience and it is 
and outgrowth of childhood conversational activity. commenting on reading experiences 

IS LIKEWISE DERIVED FROM INFANTILE TALKING HABITS/ MOTIVES, AND CONTEXTS. EaCH READ- 
ER'S LAfCUAGE SYS^TEM, THEREFORE, MUST BE A DETERMINING FACTOR IN THE 1<N0WLEDGE HE^DE- 

VELOPS. "When a reader takesj^ccount of his .own language in his proposal of knowledge, 

THE proposal IS SUBJECTIVELY AUTHORIZED AND COLLECTIVELY NEGOTIABLE. In THIS PROCESS, 
THE RESPONSE STATEMENT (THE DIMENSIONS OF WHI^ I HAVE DISCUSSED AT SOME LENGTH IN 
OTHER work) makes ROOM FOR A READER TO OBJECTIFY HIMSELF AND HIS EXPERIENCE, RELATIVE^ 
TO HIMSELF AND HIS COMmNITY." He SETS HIS READING EXPERIENCE APART AS" THE OBJECT OF" 
STUDY AND ESTABLISHES THE EXTENT OF HIS RESPONSIBILITY FOR HIS TH0U6KTS, AND THIS 
RESPONSIBILITY BECONES FUNCTIONAL WITHIN A PRE-ARTICULATED COLLECTIVE PURPOSE. In 
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this way. critical knowledge is inseparable from the reader's responsibility for 
it. and from the collective interests of the reader's community. 

Subjective criticism assumes that each person's most urgent motives are to 
understand himself. and that the simplest path to this understanding is through 

♦ 

THE AWARENESS OF ONE's OWN MOT NATIONALLY REGULATED LANGUAGE SYSTEM AS THE AGENCY 
OF CONSCIOUSNESS /&0 SELF-DIRECTION. In ENGLISH. THE "rEAL" OBJECTS ARE WORDS AND 
TEXTS; THE SYMBOLIC OBJECTS AR^ LANGUAGE AND -LITERATURE. ThE SUBJECT OF ENGLISH IS 
PEOPLE. V*HO\SPEAK. READ. AND WRITE. 





